Given the Boardfs enforcement role under section
502 of the Rehabilitation Act, the Council believed the
budgetary clearance procedure resulted in an awkward depend-
ency for the Board and constituted a potential conflict of
interest for HEW,

The Council wrote to Director Mclntyre on December
28, 1979 (Appendix 7) In response to an OMB request to
evaluate staffing needs of the ATBCB, setting out its recom-
mendations on funding and the independence of the Board.
Thereafter, OMB attached to the Presidentfs FY !81 budget
request a $1 million dollar FY '80 supplemental appropria-
tion which provided for 12 new permanent positions for the
Board staff. In March 1980 the supplemental request was
reduced to $605,000 In the President's revised budget with-
out, however, affecting the request for 12 new positions.
For FY '81, the revised budget requests $2.3 million and
sets the staff ceiling at 32. The proposed FY '81 budget
for the ATBCB appears as a line Item In the D.O. Ed. re-
quest.

The Council's view was that the Board should func-
tion as a wholly independent agency and that its recent
shift, for housekeeping purposes, from HEW to D.O. Ed.
should not result In D.O. Ed.'s exercising in the future
the same kind of budgetary overview that HEW exercised in
the past. A recent GAO Report to Congress ("Making Public
Buildings Accessible To The Handicapped: More Can Be Done,"
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